Appendix S6. Forrest and funnel plots from sub-group analysis for risk of bias assessment.
[bookmark: _heading=h.gjdgxs]Supplemental material S6a. Forest and funnel plots of the association between NWR performance and language exposure on sample sizes larger than 50.
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[bookmark: _heading=h.30j0zll]Supplemental material S6b. Forest and funnel plots of the association between NWR performance and language exposure on sample sizes smaller than 50.
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[bookmark: _heading=h.1fob9te]Supplemental material S6c. Forest and funnel plots of the association between NWR performance and language exposure from peer-reviewed published research articles.
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[bookmark: _heading=h.3znysh7]

Supplemental material S6d. Forest and funnel plots of the association between NWR performance and language exposure from gray literature.
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Supplemental material S6e. Forest and funnel plots of the association between NWR performance and language exposure in samples of bilingual participants sharing only the major language.
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Supplemental material S6f. Forest and funnel plots of the association between NWR performance and language exposure in samples sharing both native and major language.
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[bookmark: _heading=h.2et92p0]Supplemental material S6g. Forest and funnel plots of the association between NWR performance and language exposure with data bearing on participants’ major language.
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[bookmark: _heading=h.tyjcwt]

Supplemental material S6h. Forest and funnel plots of the association between NWR performance and language exposure with NWR lists containing 16–24 nonwords.
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[bookmark: _heading=h.3dy6vkm]Supplemental material S6i. Forest and funnel plots of the association between NWR performance and language exposure with NWR lists containing more than 40 nonwords.
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[bookmark: _heading=h.1t3h5sf]Supplemental material S6l. Forest and funnel plots of the association between NWR performance and language exposure with nonwords’ syllabic ranges 1–5, 1–4 or 2–5.

[image: ]
[image: ]

[bookmark: _heading=h.4d34og8]Supplemental material S6m. Forest and funnel plots of the association between NWR performance and language exposure with NWR lists with two or three different lengths, excluding 6-syllable nonwords and above.
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[bookmark: _heading=h.2s8eyo1]Supplemental material S6n. Forest and funnel plots of the association between NWR performance and language exposure with NWR lists with a single length, with more than four different lengths, or including nonwords with six or more syllables.
[image: Table

Description automatically generated]
[image: Chart, line chart

Description automatically generated]

[bookmark: _heading=h.17dp8vu]Supplemental material S6o. Forest and funnel plots of the association between NWR performance and language exposure in bilingual participants only.
[bookmark: _heading=h.3rdcrjn][image: Table
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[bookmark: _heading=h.26in1rg]Supplemental material S6p. Forest and funnel plots of the association between NWR performance and language exposure from the comparison between monolinguals and bilinguals.
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[bookmark: _heading=h.lnxbz9]Supplemental material S6q. Forest and funnel plots on the difference in NWR performance between monolingual and bilingual children.
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Engel de Abreu et al, 2013 0492 0164 52%  1640119,226] I
Faraholini et al, 2021 0016 025 32%  102[062166] —
Gathercole & Masoura, 2005 0299 0114 70% 1350108169 —
Gibson etal, 2015 0313 0143 59%  13701.03,181] —
Kehoe, Poulin-Dubols, & Friend, 2021 0087 0172 50% 109078153 o —
Lrel, 2017 0002 0205 41% 100067150 —
Parra, Hoff & Core 2011 04 0162 53%  14901.09,208] —_—
Sharp & Gathercole, 2013 0321 0154 55% 1380102186 —
Summers etal, 2010 0051 0134 62%  105[081,137] -1
Thordardott & Jullusdotr, 2013 0654 0277 27%  1920112,331]

Tuller etal, 2019 0023 0121 67%  098[077,124] —
Vaahtoranta etal, 2020 0178 0127 65% 1191093153 —
Total (95% CI) 1000%  1.47[1.05,1.29] A
Heterageneity: Talr = 0.03; ChF= 39.37, = 17 (P = 0.002); = §7%

Test for overall efect Z= 2.86 (P = 0.004) opermental) Favous ot

Favours [sxperimental] Favours [control]




